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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .126 which requires 
the original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. When 
claims are canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. When new claims 
are presented, they must be numbered consecutively beginning with the number next 
following the highest numbered claims previously presented (whether entered or not). 

Claim 14 is missing. Therefore claims 15-29 have been renumbered as 14-28. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Helland et al (US 6714962) in view of Fields et al (US 6412008). 
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In regards to claim 1 , Helland teaches a system for generating a requisition for 
selectable items comprising: a client computer system connected to a network (Figure 
3); a server computer system connected to the network, the network interconnecting the 
client computer system and the server computer system, the client computer configured 
to allow a plurality of users to access the server computer system (Figure 3); and a 
server application comprising a user interface running on the server computer system, 
the server application having a multi-tier architecture comprising a first tier of client 
application code for initiating processing by the server application in response to input 
by a user of the client computer system (i.e. "The multi-tier architecture comprises a 
client tier for client application code that initiates processing by the server application in 
response to user input' Abstract Line 3), a middle tier of object-oriented server 
application code (i.e. "a middle tier of object-oriented server application Code" Abstract, 
Line 6), and a third tier of shared access and data code (i.e. "and a database tier of 
shared access data and management code" Abstract, Line 7). Helland does not teach 
an application programming interface configured to allow customization of the user 
interface. Fields teaches, "The request may include information regarding the client 
machine type, browser, and customization options (i.e. preferences). Customization 
options may include personal (i.e. user) options and group (i.e. department, corporate, 
etc.) options. These options, along with the client machine type and browser, are used 
by the server to determine how to customize the requested network file. The server 
obtains the requested network file, and a server-side customization program customizes 
the file." Abstract, Line 9). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
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at the time of the invention to modify Helland with the teachings of Fields and include a 
method of customizing the user interface with the motivation to provide for a easy way 
to create a customized user interface. 

In regards to claim 2, Helland and Fields teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Helland does not teach a system wherein the user interface comprises one or more 
interface elements defined using HTML, the interface elements selected from one or 
more of input elements, form elements, and text elements. Fields teaches, 11 A client 
sends a request for a network file, such as a Web page, to a server. The request may 
include information regarding the client machine type, browser, and customization 
options (i.e. preferences). Customization options may include personal (i.e. user) 
options and group (i.e. department, corporate, etc.) options. These options, along with 
the client machine type and browser, are used by the server to determine how to 
customize the requested network file." Column 2, Line 40). 

In regards to claim 4, Helland and Fields teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Helland does not teach a system wherein the client computer system comprises a web 
browser for accessing the network and communicating with the server over the network. 
Fields teaches a system wherein the client computer system comprises a web browser 
for accessing the network and communicating with the server over the network (Figure 
1). 

Claim 15 is in the same context as claim 1; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claim 16 is in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 



3. Claims 3, 5-12, and 17-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Helland et al (US 6714962) in view of Fields et al (US 6412008) in 
further view of Huang et al. (US 6571 245). 

In regards to claim 3, Helland and Fields teach all the limitations of claim 1 . They 
do not teach a system wherein the server application comprises server logic configured 
to: associate one of a plurality of work sites with each of said users; identify items which 
may be requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site, and items 
which may not be requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site; 
receive and process a request for one or more selected items; verify that each 
requested item is an item that may be requisitioned by a user associated with the 
associated work site; and generate a requisition for the verified items. Huang teaches a 
system to associate one of a plurality of work sites with each of said users (i.e. "After a 
successful login, a personal web page of the user is retrieved from a file server and 
returned to the local system." Abstract, Line 6). Huang further teaches a system to 
identify items which may be requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work 
site, and items which may not be requisitioned by a user associated with the associated 
work site (i.e. "In an embodiment, for each user, the network maintain three separate 
folders labeled as secure (or "private"), open (or "publish"), and limited access (or 
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"friends")" Column 9, Line 34). Huang further teaches a system to receive and process 
a request for one or more selected items; verify that each requested item is an item that 
may be requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site; and generate a 
requisition for the verified items (i.e. "The limited access folder is accessed by clicking 
on friends folder icon 626 to open a friends folder window 650. The limited access 
folder contains protected files that are accessible only by those specifically authorized 
by the user. The extent of the access is also limited to the rights granted by the user, 
which may include read only, read and write, and others. Each limited access file can be 
individually tailored with different rights granted to different "friends. " For example, friend 
A may be granted read only access to file X, friend B may be granted full access to the 
same file, and so on." Column 10, Line 4). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Helland and Fields with the 
teachings of Huang and include a customizable environment with different permissions 
for different items with the motivation to provide a secure working environment. 

In regards to claim 5, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of claim 
3. Helland and Fields do not teach a system wherein the server computer system 
comprises a requester database containing one or more of an user identifier, a 
password, and personal information for the plurality of users. Huang teaches, "Login 
window 1210 includes fields for the user identification and the user password. The login 
information is entered by the user and transmitted to the site server where it is 
compared with the information in a login database" Column 15, Line 1). 
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In regards to claim 6, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of claim 
5. Helland and Fields do not teach a system wherein the requester database contains 
at least one shared user entry, the shared user entry associated with a single work site. 
Huang teaches, "The limited access folder is accessed by clicking on friends folder icon 
626 to open a friends folder window 650. The limited access folder contains protected 
files that are accessible only by those specifically authorized by the user" Column 10, 
Line 4). 

In regards to claim 7, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of claim 
5. Helland and Fields do not teach a system wherein the server computer system 
further comprises a work site database associating at least one of a plurality of work 
sites with each of the plurality of users. Huang teaches, "After a successful login, a 
personal web page of the user is retrieved from a file server and returned to the local 
system. Through the personal web page, the user is able to send commands that are 
received and processed by one or more backend servers. The web page represents 
the virtual desktop of the user and includes links for applications available to the user, 
files and folders accessible by the user, and other personal information of the user." 
Abstract, Line 6). 

In regards to claim 8, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of claim 
7. Helland and Fields do not teach a system wherein the server computer system 
further comprises an inventory database containing information about the selectable 
items. Huang teaches, "the desktop layout information, the list of authorized 
applications, and the personal information for all users may be stored in user 
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information database 278, and the files and folders may be stored in user file database 
282. Alternatively, the entire record may be stored on one database at a central 
server" Column 8, Line 57). 

In regards to claim 9, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of claim 
8. Helland and Fields do not teach a system wherein said information comprises one or 
more of a item identifying indicia, an item description, and an image representation of 
each item. Huang teaches, "the desktop layout information, the list of authorized 
applications, and the personal information for all users may be stored in user 
information database 278, and the files and folders may be stored in user file database 
282. Alternatively, the entire record may be stored on one database at a central 
server" Column 8, Line 57). 

In regards to claim 10, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 8. Helland and Fields do not teach a system further comprising a validation rules 
datastore associating each of said selectable items with one or more of a plurality of 
work sites with which a user must be associated to verify the item for a requisition. 
Huang teaches, "The user can manage files and folders through a file management 
system provided by the virtual computing environment Because of the extensive 
interconnectivity associated with the Internet, the file management system provides 
additional advantages and features not normally associated with a stand-alone 
computer or a local area network. For example, separate folders can be provided for 
the user's private files, public files, and limited access files. These file types have 
different attributes" Column 7, Line 57). 
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In regards to claim 1 1 , Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 8. Helland and Fields do not teach a system wherein the validation rules are 
customizable via said application programming interface. Huang teaches, "The limited 
access folder contains protected files that are accessible only by those specifically 
authorized by the user The extent of the access is also limited to the rights granted by 
the user, which may include read only, read and write, and others. Each limited access 
file can be individually tailored with different rights granted to different "friends." For 
example, friend A may be granted read only access to file X, friend B may be granted 
full access to the same file, and so on." Column 10, Line 6). 

In regards to claim 12, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 10. They do not specifically teach a system wherein the validation rules datastore 
is further configured to associate two or more of said selectable items with a single item 
identifier. However, official notice is given that it is well known in the art to associate 
two or more selectable items with a single item identifier (i.e. shortcuts). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Helland, Fields and Huang and include a system to associate two or more selectable 
items with a singe item identifier with the motivation to provide an easy way of 
accessing the identifier. 

Claim 17 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

In regards to claim 18, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 17. Fields further teaches a system wherein the client computer system 




Application/Control Number: 09/768,148 Page 10 

Art Unit: -21 74 

comprises a web browser for accessing the network and communicating with the server 
over the network (Figure 1). 

In regards to claim 19, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 17. Fields further teaches wherein the client computer system and the server 
system communicate via the Internet (i.e. "The system depicted in FIG. 12 may be 
linked to both local area networks (sometimes referred to as intranets) and wide area 
networks, such as the Internet" Column 9, Line 53). 

Claim 20 is in the same context as claim 5; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 21 is in the same context as claim 6; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

In regards to claim 22, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 17. Fields further teaches a system further comprising providing at least one 
managerial account associated with a single work site and allowing a user to generate a 
requisition for any other user associated with said single work site (i.e. "For example, 
corporate options may be set by a system administrator, or included in the browser as it 
is distributed to various clients. Typically, individual users are not able to change 
corporate options. Corporate options may have to do with security, system 
performance, screening, etc" Column 5, Line 45). 

In regards to claim 23, Helland, Fields, and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 20. Helland and Fields do not teach a method wherein the step of assigning a 
work site to a user is performed by retrieving previously stored information associating 



Application/Control Number: 09/768,148 Page 1 1 

Art- Unit: 2174 

each user with at least one of a plurality of work sites. Huang teaches, "After a 
successful login, a personal web page of the user is retrieved from a file server and 
returned to the local system. Through the personal web page, the user is able to send 
commands that are received and processed by one or more backend servers. The web 
page represents the virtual desktop of the user and includes links for applications 
available to the user, files and folders accessible by the user, and other personal 
information of the user" Abstract, Line 6). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Helland and Fields with the 
teachings of Huang and include a method to retrieve previously stored information and - 
associate it with a work site with the motivation to make the display customized and 
hence more user friendly. 

Claim 24 is in the same context as claim 8; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 25 is in the same context as claim 9; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 26 is in the same context as claim 10; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

4. Claims 13 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Helland et al (US 6714962) in view of Fields et al (US 6412008) in further view of 
Huang et al. (US 6571245) in further view of Lee et al. (US 661 1814). 
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In regards to claim 13, Helland, Fields and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 5. They do not teach a system further comprising a database storing a list of 
items preselected by the user to be used at a later time to create a requisition. Lee 
teaches, "A shopper can create a wish list in an online store and record information on 
products he or she wants to buy from the store in the list" Column 1 , Line 53). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Helland, Fields, and Huang with the teachings of Lee and include a list of items desired 
with the motivation to provide the user with an easy method of purchasing products at a 
later time and not having to remember what was desired for purchase. 

Claim 27 is in the same context as claim 13; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

5. Claims 14 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Helland et al (US 6714962) in view of Fields et al (US 6412008) in further view of 
Huang et al. (US 6571245) in further view of Walker et al. (US 6466919). 

In regards to claim 14, Helland, Fields and Huang teach all the limitations of 
claim 5. They do not teach a system further comprising a requisition database 
containing information about previously generated requisitions. Walker teaches, "The 
buyer identifier stored in field 565 may be utilized, for example, to index a historical 
database (not shown) of previous purchases and CPOs associated with the buyer" 
Column 1 1 , Line 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Helland, Fields and Huang with teachings of Walker and 
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include a system of tracking previously generated orders with the motivation to without 
difficulty determine shopping habits of users. 

Claim 28 is in the same context as claim 9; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (703) 305-8774. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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